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Art Unit: 3679 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 
§ 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. § 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
U.S. patent 5,423,577 to Ketcham. Figure 3 of Ketcham includes a hollow elbow 
body member 29 having first and second ends with a bore therebetween. A flange 
(unnumbered) is shown extending partially into the bore and extending from a first 
corner of the bend to a second corner of the bend and thereby prevents over 
insertion of the conduit 22 within the bore in the same manner as applicant's flange 
such as shown by Fig. 7. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 1-3 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. patent 3,314,696 to Ferguson in view of U.S. patent 5,423,577 to 
Ketcham. 

Ferguson discloses the claimed device except for the end 20 is a threaded 
connection end for connecting to conduit 2 land not a barbed connection with a 
seal ring (claims 4,5 and 16). Further, the body "A" is a straight line connector and 
not an elbow connector with an internal over insertion preventing flange. 
Ketcham discloses that it is known in the art to provide a similar type essential 
catch coupling with the configuration of an elbow or straight line connector 
(compare figs. 3 and 13) and further the end of the connector 29 is shown with 
barbs. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to substitute the threaded end connection 20 of 
Ferguson with the barbed end connection as taught by Ketcham in fig. 3, in order 
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to allow for a common connection to a flexible hose. Further, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to construct the body of Ferguson as an elbow as also taught by Ketcham in fig. 3 
since such change in shape is readily apparently to those skilled in the art and does 
not provide a patentable distinction over the prior art. 

Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. patent 3,314,696 to Ferguson in view of U.S. patent 5,423,577 to 
Ketcham as noted above and further in view of U.S. patent 5,893,590 to Klinger et 
al. As noted above the Ferguson and Ketcham combination discloses the claimed 
device except for the barbed connection does not include a seal ring. Klinger et al. 
teaches in fig. 15 that it is well known to provide a barbed end of an elbow body 
with a seal ring 260 for the benefit of additional sealing of the hose on the barbed 
connection. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide the barbed connection of Ketcham with 
the sealing ring as taught by Klinger et al. in order to gain additional sealing 
benefits from the seal rather than merely relying on the resilient nature of the hose 
sealing against the barbed connection. 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will 
be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Applicant's arguments filed February 20, 2004 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are not deemed persuasive. 
Applicant's claimed invention is to a connector which includes a hollow member 
that has a elbow configuration with a bend between a first open end and a second 
open end. A flange which prevents over insertion of a conduit into the bore extends 
partially into the bore and extends between a first corner of the bend to a second 
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corner of the bend. The claims were rejected as being anticipated by U.S. patent 
5,423,577 to Ketcham and in the remarks in reply to the rejection applicant argues 
that: 

"Figure 3 of Ketcham does not show a flange extending from one corner 
of the bend to another corner in the same manner as depicted in 
Applicant's Figure 7 , In fact, no such flange is depicted in Figure 3 of 
Ketcham". 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. First what is at issue is not whether Ketcham 
discloses a flange in the same manner "as depicted in Applicant's Figure 7" since 
Figure 7 is not the claimed invention, rather the invention is defined in the claims. 
Second Ketcham clearly illustrates a flange which prevents over insertion of a 
conduit, a flange which abuts the end of the conduit, in exactly the same manner as 
the present invention. 

The examiner has modified applicant's Exhibit A and represents it as Exhibit B by 
labeling the corresponding elements between the present invention's fig. 7 and the 
Ketcham fig. 3, namely the elements labeled are: the end of the conduit, the 
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inner corner, the outer corner, the flange along the outer corner and the 
flange along the inner corner. See Exhibit B attached. 

It is not understood how applicant can even make the statement that "no such 
flange is depicted in Figure 3 of Ketcham" as such is very clearly shown and is 
located in the same position in the hollow element of Ketcham. It is noted that the 
conduit and the end of the conduit is shown in dashed lines. The flange of the 
present invention is said to prevent over insertion of the conduit and the way in 
which it does that is abut the end of the conduit when the conduit is inserted into 
the hollow member. Therefore the flange which prevents over insertion of the 
conduit must be located at the end of the conduit in order to operate or function as 
claimed. Such a flange is clearly shown in both the present invention and in Fig. 3 
of Ketcham. While applicant argues that the flange of the present invention 
extends from 196 along 195 to 197, clearly elements 195 and 197 do not abut the 
end of conduit and do not prevent over insertion of the conduit, only the portion 
which abuts the end of the conduit can do that. For applicant to state that 197 
represents a portion of the flange that limits insertion of the conduit is improper as 
there is nothing there but the inside corner of which the conduit never reaches and 
furthermore the Fig. 3 of Ketcham includes the same inside corner as shown in 
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Exhibit B. Reference numeral 195 similarly can not represent a flange that limits 
insertion of the conduit as no portion of 195 abuts the conduit either. Applicant 
appears to argue that the outside corner can only be at 197, this appears as 
incorrect for two reasons, first as noted above the point at 197 can not serve as a 
flange which limits insertion since it never engages the conduit and applicant does 
not explain how this corner portion limits insertion of the conduit and secondly, as 
the examiner views the hollow member, the corner can include any part of the 
curved portion between the two straight portions of the hollow member, thus the 
corner is not limited to the portion at 197 as argued by applicant. Thus the flange 
of Ketcham which limits insertion of the conduit does extend from corner to 
corner. 

In anticipation that applicant can see the flange of Ketcham given the explanation 
above and argues that the end of the conduit does not meet with the flange of 
Ketcham given that there is a gap shown between the end of the conduit and the 
flange. The examiner submits that since the flange of Ketcham has a curved 
surface as shown in the fig. 3 and that the conduit hits the initial curved portion of 
the flange to limit the insertion of the conduit. 
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Further, it is the examiners position that such stop flanges in hollow members are 
common and well known in the art to limit the insertion of conduits therein, as 
evidenced by Ketcham and that such feature recited in a quick connect coupling 
does not patentably define over the prior art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Eric Nicholson whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-0829. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesdays thru Fridays 
from 7:30 to 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Daniel P. Stodola, can be reached on (703) 308-2686. The 
fax phone number for Technology Center 3600 is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center receptionist whose 
telephone number is (703) 308-1 1 13. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). 
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